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An act accompanied by a wrongful assertion of ownership may constitute a conversion, | and the same is true with an act 
accompanied by a wrongful denial of the plaintiff's ownership.” However, a mere assertion of ownership that in no way injures 


the owner of the property is ordinarily not regarded as constituting a conversion.” It is not, therefore, conversion when a 
person secretly declares ownership when that declaration does nothing to inform the owner or any other interested party that 


an interference with ownership is intended.“ 


© 2021 Thomson Reuters. 33-34B © 2021 Thomson Reuters/RIA. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works. All rights reserved. 


Footnotes 

l Beverly Finance Co. v. American Cas. Co. of Reading, Pa., 273 Cal. App. 2d 259, 78 Cal. Rptr. 334 (2d 
Dist. 1969); Hardin v. City Wide Wrecker Service, Inc., 232 Ga. App. 617, 502 S.E.2d 548 (1998). 
The servient estate owners exercised "dominion and control" over the dominant estate owner's pipe fixtures 
as required for the dominant owner's conversion claim by having them removed from their property and 
disposed of at a landfill even if the dominant estate owners acted wrongfully by depositing and storing 
them on the servient owners' land; there was evidence that the servient owners failed to exercise due care 
in removing them by having them dumped, with no consideration given as to their ultimate fate, and a 
temporary restraining order designated that the dominant owners were to remove them. Parris Properties, 
LLC v. Nichols, 305 Ga. App. 734, 700 S.E.2d 848 (2010). 

2 Culp v. Signal Van & Storage, 142 Cal. App. 2d Supp. 859, 298 P.2d 162 (App. Dep't Super. Ct. 1956); 
Barnett v. Wedgewood, 1922-NMSC-068, 28 N.M. 312, 211 P. 601 (1922). 
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3 Desbien v. Penokee Farmers Union Co-op. Ass'n, 220 Kan. 358, 552 P.2d 917, 20 U.C.C. Rep. Serv. 102 
(1976); Union State Bank v. Woell, 434 N.W.2d 712, 8 U.C.C. Rep. Serv. 2d 6 (N.D. 1989); Dietzman v. 
Ralston Purina Co., 246 Or. 367, 425 P.2d 163 (1967) (unfounded lien). 

4 State v. Seventh Regiment Fund, Inc., 98 N.Y.2d 249, 746 N.Y.S.2d 637, 774 N.E.2d 702 (2002). 
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